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The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 5- 8 5 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(E) as being anticipated by Shnitzer et 
al, U.S. patent #7,061,901. 

Shnitzer et al show in Fig. 5 a device (85) that may comprise the adapter (120 of Fig. 3), col. 
8, lines 4-5. Shnitzer et al invention receives communications from a data network (120). A 
phone call is directed from the data network (120) via device (85) to phone 100, via physical 
interface 195 and digital phone switch controller (190). Controller (190) receives the incoming 
signal and transmits a command signal via interface (200) to processor (180), col. 16, lines 15- 
25. Shnitzer et al adapter, 12-Fig.l; 42-Fig. 2, allows attachment of a standard phone to a 
computer as a peripheral. The adapter converts a phone's analog signals to a computer's digital 
signals and vice- versa - Abstract. As shown in Fig. 3, Shnitzer et al adapter is connected 
between a PC -16 and a phone 10, just like applicant's MFD-2 is connected between telephone 4 
and PC 3. 

Shnitzer et al disclose in col. 15, lines 15-55, what appears to read upon applicant's "audio 
route switching system." Examiner says "appear" because this phrase is not really written in 
idiomatic English. What applicant's "audio route switching system" phrase means to the 
examiner is that by using the 1 st command input system (which reads upon a phone's keypad) a 
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user can switch the audio between the PSTN and Internet (VoIP). In col. 1 5, Shnitzer et al 
disclose that if a phone's user decides to accept a call from the PSTN, she will push the "#" 
button the phone's keypad. This holds the Internet call and switches to the call from the PSTN. 
Therefore, the 1 st command input system of Shnitzer et al is disclosed in col. 15, lines 15-20, 
where it is disclosed that the "#" is pushed. By pushing the "#" button on the keypad, the audio 
signal, which is sent through the voice input device, is switched between PSTN ("the telephone 
line terminal") and the data network/Internet ("the Internet telephone"). 

Therefore, Shnitzer et al shows a telephone (10, 12, OR 16-Fig. 3) that will connect to the 
PSTN-1 10 via a telephone line (unnumbered but clearly shown connecting the 2 lower phones 10 
through PSTN to PC 16 and on to the Internet). Shnitzer' s adapter has an Internet terminal 
device controlling system - 190 that will inherently control the control signals from the phone 
10/40, switch 150 & col. 16, lines 7-12. The first command input system is shown in Fig. 5 as 
the keypad on phone 100 and disclosed in col. 11, lines 24 et seq. as a dialed number. 

Regarding claim 7, applicant's "terminating command" reads upon a button on the phone that 
will disconnect the call, or simply by the caller placing the handset into the cradle, i.e., on-hook. 
For claim 8, see col. 2, line 4; col. 16, lines 9-10. For claim 10, see col. 8, lines 33-39. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 9 & 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Shnitzer et 
al in view of Simpson et al 5 U.S. Publication #2004/0109409. 
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Simpson discloses in her Abstract an Internet call-waiting message. This call-waiting 
message reads upon applicant's "interruption message." To have provided Simpson et al 
disclosure of a call-waiting message into Shnitzer et al telephone device would have been 
obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art because references are in the area of 
telephone devices and provisioning and the skilled practitioner would have readily included 
Simpson's call-waiting message into Shnitzer et al in order to allow the phone's user to be aware 
of another, possibly very important, incoming call. Applicant's claim 9 reads upon a voicemail 
system which is clearly shown by Simpson in Fig. 4. 

Claims 12, 13, & 41 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be djtected to Creighton tj. Smith at 
telephone number 571/272-7546. 
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